Date: Sat, 24 Jul 93 19:46:27 PDT 

From: Ham-Policy Mailing List and Newsgroup <ham-policy@ucsd.edu> 
Errors-To: Ham-Policy-Errors@UCSD.Edu 

Reply-To: Ham-Policy@UCSD.Edu 

Precedence: Bulk 

Subject: Ham-Policy Digest V93 #252 

To: Ham-Policy 


Ham-Policy Digest Sat, 24 Jul 93 Volume 93 : Issue 252 


Today's Topics: 
ARRL and it's members 
ARRL opposes temporary permits (2 msgs) 
Code/NoCode 
Give a VE $5.60, walk (2 msgs) 
PRB-1 and the ARRL 
STILL waiting for your license? Read this and weep! 


Send Replies or notes for publication to: <Ham-Policy@UCSD.Edu> 
Send subscription requests to: <Ham-Policy-REQUEST@UCSD.Edu> 
Problems you can't solve otherwise to brian@ucsd.edu. 


Archives of past issues of the Ham-Policy Digest are available 
(by FTP only) from UCSD.Edu in directory "mailarchives/ham-policy". 


We trust that readers are intelligent enough to realize that all text 
herein consists of personal comments and does not represent the official 
policies or positions of any party. Your mileage may vary. So there. 


Date: Sat, 24 Jul 1993 15:57:02 GMT 

From: anomaly.sbs.com!kdihz@uunet.uu.net 

Subject: ARRL and it's members 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 

I had writen: 

> Bullshit. If the ARRL professes itself to "represent the amateur community", 
> then xevery* amateur, regardless of whether or not they have paid tribute 
robert@amanda.jpunix.com (robert) writes: 


>The League represents the League, not the amateur. Witness history. 


True. The League claims to represent the amateur population. In fact, the 
League simply represents the interests of the League, not necessarily the 


amateur population or their members. 


MD 


Date: 23 Jul 93 12:24:12 GMT 

From: ogicse!uwm.edu!wupost!darwin.sura.net!rsg1.er.usgs.gov!dgg.cr.usgs.gov! 
bodoh@network.ucsd.edu 

Subject: ARRL opposes temporary permits 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


In article <22mh69INNn2s@west.West.Sun.COM>, flloyd@l1-a.west.sun.com (Fred Lloyd 
[Phoenix SE]) writes: 

|S acsend 

|> Why doesn't the ARRL take opinion polls? The very idea that we elect 
|> representative members to voice our opinions in anachronistic at best. 
|> Has the ARRL ever held a general vote of the membership? Why can't 

|> the ARRL poll its membership? Why does it continue to hold on to 

|> the decidedly disrepresentative method of governing? 

[3 ste 

|> I would say that I'm not in the minority of members who do not vote 

|> under the current system. Given that the ARRL influences decisions 

|> which affect all hams, not just ARRL members, then one must conclude 
|> that as a group (hams) we are decidedly underrepresented. Let's assume 
|> (please prove me wrong) that 1 in 10 ARRL members vote in the section 
|> elections. Given that the ARRL represents about a third of all hams, 
|> then the voting population represents one thirtieth of all hams. And 
|> to top this off, this 1/30 group does not vote on issues at all. It 
|> votes for people who will decide the issues for them. If there were a 
|> general elections among all ARRL members, not only would the ordinary 
|> joe actually have a real vote on issues, but the actual representation 
|> in the process would increase by as much as an order of magnitude. 

|> 

|> It couldnt' be that difficult for the ARRL to hold general elections. 
|> I get mail-in ballots cards once a year from several companies for 

|> which I'm a stock holder. Presumably, as a [member] I'm a ‘stock 

|> holder' in the ARRL too. I get numerous mailings from the League 

|> each year, how much could it cost them to do a mass ballot? I suspect 
|> that cost is not the issue, but rather the deisre by those currently 
|> in power not to dilute their considerable influence by the whims and 
|> will of the unwashed masses. 

|> 

|> [ Fred Lloyd, AA7BQ Fred.Lloyd@west.sun.com ] 


Right on! I have a real problem with those who say "if you don't like the 
way they represent you, then vote them out". On the surface, this makes 


sense. Unfortunately in only one of THEIR many decisions they could grossly 
mis-represent their constituents - it takes much longer to vote them out. I 
guess the same thing happens in Washington too. It's not necessarily their 
fault - unless they don't remedy the situation. Yes - the ARRL should rely 
more heavily one member surveys and comments ON EVERY ISSUE POSSIBLE. 


FAFEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE PEEP EP EEEE EHH 
+ Tom Bodoh - Sr. systems software engineer, Hughes STX, NOX?? (in the mail) + 


+ USGS/EROS Data Center, Sioux Falls, SD, USA 57198 (605) 594-6830 + 
+ Internet; bodoh@dgg.cr.usgs.gov (152.61.192.66) 

+ 
+ "Welcome back my friends to the show that never ends!" EL&P 

+ 


FEEEEEEEEFEFEAFEEEEFEAEETEEEEEEEEEAEEEEEEEAEELEAEEEEEEEAFEPEEEEEEEPEAEEEEE PEATE 


Date: 23 Jul 93 13:57:16 GMT 

From: psinntp!arrl.org@uunet.uu.net 
Subject: ARRL opposes temporary permits 
To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


In rec.radio.amateur.misc, flloyd@li-a.west.sun.com (Fred Lloyd [Phoenix SE]) 
writes: 

>Now I'm certain that there will be many which disagree with my opinions 
>as stated above. Fine, I expect this. But it seems to me that the 
>ARRL routinely makes influential decisions which affect hundreds of 
>thousands of hams each year without asking us of our opinions. 

> 

>Why doesn't the ARRL take opinion polls? The very idea that we elect 
>representative members to voice our opinions in anachronistic at best. 
>Has the ARRL ever held a general vote of the membership? Why can't 
>the ARRL poll its membership? Why does it continue to hold on to 

>the decidedly disrepresentative method of governing? 


For the same reason that other representative bodies do: because it 
works better. Most hams have neither the time nor the inclination to 
educate themselves on all of the issues for which an ARRL policy 
position is needed. Deciding issues by referendum simply results in 
an outcome dominated by votes made on the basis of two seconds of 
thought and inadequate familiarity with the issues. For example, 

do you really want all of the VHF-only types voting on where the HF 
subbands should be? Or do you want that decision made by those who 
have a direct interest? Representative democracy allows those who 
have an interest in a particular issue to influence the outcome 
while xnot* requesting disinterested parties to make a decision. 


I have no faith whatsoever in the Perot-ian concept of direct voter 


issue-by-issue polling. 


>I'll be the first to admit that I don't know who my local section 
>manager is. I didn't vote at all in the last local section election. 


Well, your Section Manager doesn't make policy, your Director does. 
If you are too apathetic to even learn how to make your voice heard 
in the existing system, why should anyone believe that you would 
bother to inform yourself about issues before voting on them? 


>I don't think that it's possible for anyone other than myself to 
>represent my views when it comes to voting for change. There could 
>not have possibly been a nominee who represented my views on all of 
>the issues which might arise. Why then, should I compromise by voting 
>for a candidate which possibly represented some of my views? 


Because different candidates may have different philosophies about 
Amateur Radio, some of which are closer to your own than others. 
Suppose there are two candidates for Director, one of whom feels 

that ham radio is going down the drain with all this new, high-tech 
stuff ("Things really started to degrade when we went to SSB from AM") 
and we should try to return to 1950. The other feels the ARRL should 
do much more to promote advancements in Amateur Radio technology, 
cooperation between AR and govenment, improved publlic-service rules, 
etc. Are you really saying it's not worth casting a vote because 
neither candidate will support your views 100%? 


>I would say that I'm not in the minority of members who do not vote 
>under the current system. Given that the ARRL influences decisions 
>which affect all hams, not just ARRL members, then one must conclude 
>that as a group (hams) we are decidedly underrepresented. Let's assume 
>(please prove me wrong) that 1 in 10 ARRL members vote in the section 
>elections. Given that the ARRL represents about a third of all hams, 
>then the voting population represents one thirtieth of all hams. And 
>to top this off, this 1/30 group does not vote on issues at all. It 
>votes for people who will decide the issues for them. If there were a 
>general elections among all ARRL members, not only would the ordinary 
>joe actually have a real vote on issues, but the actual representation 
>in the process would increase by as much as an order of magnitude. 


I quite agree that the level of participation in ARRL elections is 
abysmal. But changing to a referendum system throws the baby out 
with the bath water. 


>It couldnt' be that difficult for the ARRL to hold general elections. 
>I get mail-in ballots cards once a year from several companies for 
>which I'm a stock holder. Presumably, as a [member] I'm a ‘stock 
>holder' in the ARRL too. I get numerous mailings from the League 


>each year, how much could it cost them to do a mass ballot? I suspect 
>that cost is not the issue, but rather the deisre by those currently 
>in power not to dilute their considerable influence by the whims and 
>will of the unwashed masses. 


When the "unwashed masses" don't bother to become engaged in the 
process of policy development, the result is a disproportionate 
influence by those who xdox bother to become involved. I'd applaud 
more involvement by xall*x ARRL members. Lacking that, I prefer 
that those who get involved make the decisions--they know a lot 
more about the issues. 

Jon Bloom, KE3Z | jbloom@arrl.org 

American Radio Relay League | 

225 Main St., Newington CT 06111 | 


Date: Thu, 22 Jul 1993 19:20:28 GMT 

From: dog.ee.lbl.gov!overload.1lbl.gov!agate!howland.reston.ans.net! 
usenet.ins.cwru.edu!magnus.acs.ohio-state.edu!csn!col.hp.com!news.dtc.hp.com! 
srgenprp!alanb@network.ucsd.edu 

Subject: Code/NoCode 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


Tom Bodoh (bodoh@dgg.cr.usgs.gov) wrote: 
: In article <CAKIp8.6CK@egr.uri.edu>, swamik@orca.ele.uri.edu (Swami Kumaresan) 
writes: 
LOS. 
|> operators (I know some). Maybe the FCC should allow a nocode license for 
|> one year, 
|> after that the code must be taken...I don't know, just a thought... 
|> 
|> 73s de KBLAMB/AA 
|> 73s 


: Interesting idea - shorter duration no-code licenses... that would be an 
: excellent incentive for upgrading. 


When the Novice license was introduced in the 50's it was for a 1-year 
term and NON-RENEWABLE. It was considered a temporary beginners license. 
After a year, you upgraded or lost your ham license forever. 

AL N1AL 


Date: 23 Jul 93 09:15:20 GMT 


From: mulvey!rich@uunet.uu.net 
Subject: Give a VE $5.60, walk 
To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


bbattles@arrl.org (Brian Battles WS10) writes: 


> Hmmm...did you ever consider that there are nitwits in every hobby, business 
> and pursuit? I don't suggest you give up trying to improve things ina 

> positive, constructive way...just don't let it get to you! 

> 

> GL, OM! 


Precisely - the problem is that in xthis* hobby, the nitwits can be heard 
by thousands of people at a time. :-) 


- Rich 
Rich Mulvey Amateur Radio: N2VDS 787 Elmwood Terrace 
rich@mulvey.com Rochester, NY 14620 


Date: 23 Jul 93 03:01:46 GMT 

From: anomaly.sbs.com!kdinr!system@uunet.uu.net 
Subject: Give a VE $5.60, walk 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


floyd@nraven.wariat.org (Douglas Dever) writes: 


> kdLihz@anomaly.sbs.com (Rev. Michael P. Deignan) writes: 

> 

> One more thing before I forget: 

> 

> In a few years No-Coders will be the "*majorityx" or 

> amateur radio operators. Maybe if the old hams like yourself 

> would try and assist in upgrading and teaching these amateurs, 
> they'd do the same after and the amateur VHF spectrum might be 
> a much nicer place. 

> 

> 73 de N8VUR 

> 

> __Douglas A. Dever__ floyd@nraven.wariat.org 

> 

> All Flames to: s9000159@llohio.11.pbs.org 


Doug, 


The problem is, we are quite active in helping new hams. How? We run the 
Ocean State Amateur Net which is for the purpose of acquainting new 
amateurs with things like operating procedure, etc. We also help to run 
the Ocean State Code Net which does code practice runs on 2m simplex at 
5, 13 and 20WPM. Additionally, I'm an accredited volunteer examiner and 
Mike runs one hell of an amateur radio callsign and file server on the 
net. 


While I agree that not all no-coders are what Mike might paint them to 
be, there are some that are and those are the ones that we need to head 
off. I'll give you a perfect example. I found out after giving an exam 
to someone that the guy was running a 1kw amp on his 11m rig and anytime 
a ham neighbor of his got on 10m the idiot would point his beam at the 
hams house and start keying up. Is this what we want on VHF/UHF? I think 
not. Maybe we should implement pyschological testing for all potential 
hams. :) That'd weed out alot of undesirables, like myself and Mike. :) 


Tony 
~—g————«OSsSTony Pelliccio, KDINR, Control Op 441.750+, ARRL VE _ 
\ / system @ garlic.sbs.com Soon W5YI VE 
ee? 
oe 2 (00) Cow humor. Sort of like the Far Side. 
Pile" 2.aes N 
/ | 4MTVEI I MoooTV - Rockin' Bumpin' and Funkin' into the 90's 
esl eo 2h | 
| |----- | | (And people thought my last .sig was long, ha!) 
AN AN 


Date: Thu, 22 Jul 1993 21:24:20 GMT 

From: swrinde!cs.utexas.edu!uwm.edu!linac!att!att!bigtop!longs! 
n2ic@network.ucsd.edu 

Subject: PRB-1 and the ARRL 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


KALCV says: 


On the other hand, the staff and Board have not done nothing. We do have 
already have a good information package about PRB-1, have set up and 
administer a program to refer folks to qualified attorneys, etc. I suggest 
that you contact John Hennessee (jhenness@arrl.org) about any PRB-1 
problems you are having. 


N2IC replies: 


Get real, Ed ! The only purpose of the ARRL PRB-1 information packet 

is to convince naive hams and incompetant zoning administrators that they 
should be "reasonable". The court cases in the information packet present 
only the few PRB-1 "victories" - which happened in the late 1980's. Any 
municipality lawyer or zoning bureacrat worth their meager salary is 

going to access one of the many on-line legal databases, and get the 

full story on PRB-1 court cases - including the loses by Howard, Bulchis, 
Evans (NQOI) and Pentel (NOMRW) (and a few others I can't remember). 


The ARRL PRB-1 information packet is predicated on the assumption that 
municipalities are lazy and not willing to spend time and money when 
challenged. 


NOT ! 


Steve London, N2IC/0 


Date: Thu, 22 Jul 1993 19:13:58 GMT 

From: dog.ee.lbl.gov!overload.1lbl.gov!agate!howland.reston.ans.net! 
sol.ctr.columbia.edu!usc!cs.utexas.edu!asuvax!ncar!csn!col.hp.com!news.dtc.hp.com! 
srgenprp!alanb@network.ucsd.edu 

Subject: STILL waiting for your license? Read this and weep! 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


Gene Wolford (genew@techbook.techbook.com) wrote: 

: After mentioning to a friend that the 8 week wait for my 
: ticket had come and gone with no ticket in sight, 

: he sent me the following (caustic) mail. 

: I initially discounted his sarcasm, but, live and learn! 


[Rantings and ravings about the ARRL VEC being too slow in processing 
license applications deleted. ] 


One problem an organization like the ARRL has, is that the more it 
tries to do for its members (and non-members), the greater the chance 
of pissing someone off. Someone should point out that the ARRL does 
not make a dime on the VEC. This service, offered equally to members 
and non-members alike, is subsidized by the ARRL membership. 


I think the ARRL is crazy to agree to take over licensing of club 
stations, as the FCC has proposed. They will get little or no 
thanks from those who use the service and will have to suffer the 
slings and arrows of outragous indignation from anyone who feels 
their service was not up to snuff. 


AL N1AL 


Date: 22 Jul 1993 13:29:50 -0700 

From: haven.umd.edu!cs.umd.edu!mojo.eng.umd.edu!news.isi.com!news.isi.com!not-for- 
mail@uunet.uu.net 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


References <22hbg9INN6ju@bashful.isi.com>, 
<1993Jul21.223647 .27884@TorreyPinesCA.ncr.com>, 
<1993Ju122.020659.17371@anomaly.sbs.com>or-mail 
Subject : Re: Give a VE $5.60, walk 


In article <1993Ju122.020659.17371@anomaly.sbs.com> kdihz@anomaly.sbs.com (Rev. 
Michael P. Deignan) writes: 


>yours. Some people like the no-clue license, but most of the ones I've 
PV AVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVAVATATAS 


This is the best description of the no-code no-tech license I've seen 
yet! 


Jerry Gardner (jerry@isi.com) | "Violence is the last refuge of 
Integrated Systems, Inc. | the incompetent" - Isaac Asimov 


Date: Thu, 22 Jul 1993 17:36:19 GMT 

From: mustang.mst6.lanl.gov!nntp-server.caltech.edu!elroy.jpl.nasa.gov!usc! 
howland.reston.ans.net!darwin.sura.net! gatekeeper.es.dupont.com! 
esds01.es.dupont.com! COLLINST%esvx19.es.@hub.ucsb.edu 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


References <743039810snx@llondel.demon.co.uk>, <22dsa9$214@sun1.clark.net>, 
<743129271snx@llondel.demon.co.uk>,<1993Jul20.191918.6909@rsg1.er.usgs.gov>01.es. 
Reply-To : collinst@esvx19.es.dupont.com 

Subject : Re: Order pizza on your autopatch now 


In article <1993Ju120.191918.6909@rsg1.er.usgs.gov>, bodoh@dgg.cr.usgs.gov (Tom 
Bodoh) writes: 
>In article <743129271snx@llondel.demon.co.uk>, dave@llondel.demon.co.uk (David 
Hough) writes: 


>|> In article <22dsa9$214@sun1.clark.net> andy@clark.net (Andrew M. Cohn) writes: 
>|> > David Hough (dave@llondel.demon.co.uk) wrote: 

>|> > : In article <22ar7e$km9@access.digex.net> bote@access.digex.net (John 
Boteler) writes: 

>|> > : > xordering food*. This is not a drill, it actually 

>|> > : > says ordering food is no longer restricted. 

>|> > :> 

>|> 

>|> If ordering food, does it have to be for the consumption of the licensee? 

>|> Can you order food on behalf of (a) another ham and (b) an unlicenced person? 
>|> 


> 


How about if its for a Party of Four??? 8-) 


73, Tom WI3P collinst@esvax.dnet.dupont.com or collinst@holonet.net 
xxkxxx The comments, opinions, belief, sentiment, views & scribblings xx*x*xx 


*xxkxkxkk above this signature are mine, and mine alone. They do not KKK 
xxkx*kx reflect the E.I. DuPont de Nemours Co., Inc., its subsidiaries x*x*xx*xx 
xxkxkkk and/or its partners nor its employees or shareholders. kK 


Date: Thu, 22 Jul 93 17:48:41 GMT 

From: butch!netcomsv!netcom.com!netcomsv!orchard.la.locus.com! 
prodnet.la.locus.com!lando.la.locus.com!dana@uunet.uu.net 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


References <CAHCHC.C71@news.Hawaii.Edu>, <1993Jul121.153004.145877@locus.com>, 
<22kbdiINN6ta@bashful.isi.com>s.com 
Subject : Re: Give a VE $5.60, walk 


In article <22kbdiINN6ta@bashful.isi.com> jerry@isi.com (Jerry Gardner x323) 
writes: 

>In article <1993Ju121.153004.145877@locus.com> dana@lando.la.locus.com (Dana H. 
Myers) writes: 

> 

>>wWhile it is true many people can learn CW, much like many people can 

>>learn to play the piano, Erich does have a valid point. It appears 

>>that people who do not know CW are viewed as lesser people by the 

>>morse fanatics. It is effectively a prejudice. It would seem that 


>>"morse fanatics" automatically assume that a person that doesn't 
>>know Morse code is lazy or wants something for free. 


>> 
>>xYoux may not feel this way, but this is an attitude I've frequently 
>>seen among the people I regard as "morse fanatics". This attitude is 


>>not friendly, and effectively is the same as a racial or ethnic bigotry. 
> 

> 

>There should be a distinction here between those who argue for more 
>entry barriers, such as the code test, and those who look down on 

>people they feel may not have earned their place in the hobby. 

> 

>I agree that there are hams out there who despise the no-code hams, and I 
>agree that this is wrong. These hams have passed all the required tests 
>and should be accorded all the respect due to them. 

> 

>However, I don't think there is anything wrong with those who argue that 
>entry barriers are necessary. This is not the same thing as bigotry. 


Please quote me the words in Part 97 which establish "keeping people out" 
is a goal of the US Amateur Radio Service. 


I do not believe you'll find such language. 


The Amateur Radio Service is about *xmaintaining a pool of trained radio 
operators of value to the US*. 


It isn't about maintaining some elitist club with arbitrarily high 
barriers to jump over. 


Mind you, I've jumped over all the barriers, too. 


x Dana H. Myers KK6JQ | Views expressed here are * 
* (310) 337-5136 | mine and do not necessarily * 
* dana@locus.com DoD #466 | reflect those of my employer 


* 
x This Extra supports the abolition of the 13 and 20 WPM tests x 


Date: 22 Jul 1993 13:46:53 -0700 

From: haven.umd.edu!cs.umd.edu!mojo.eng.umd.edu!news.isi.com!news.isi.com!not-for- 
mail@uunet.uu.net 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


References <1993Ju121.153004.145877@locus.com>, <22kbdiINN6ta@bashful.isi.com>, 
<1993Jul22.102709.6048@ke4zv.uucp>e 


Subject : Re: Give a VE $5.60, walk 


In article <1993Ju122.102709.6048@ke4zv.uucp> gary@ke4zv.UUCP (Gary Coffman) 
writes: 

>In article <22kbdiINN6ta@bashful.isi.com> jerry@isi.com (Jerry Gardner x323) 
writes: 

>> 

>>However, I don't think there is anything wrong with those who argue that 
>>entry barriers are necessary. This is not the same thing as bigotry. 

> 

>Sure Mr. Gardner, we'll allow you to vote after you pass this simple 
>little literacy test. Now name all the stars in the galaxy, and don't 

>you forget Belafonte. :-) 


Of course, there will always be those who feel that xany* part of any 
possible ham radio license exam is irrelevant and not proportional. 
Why must be make the tests simpler anyway? Just to attract a bunch 

of yahoos who are too lazy to study? I'm sure I'm not the only one 
who prefers quality over quantity. 


And don't give me that nonsense about having large numbers is the only 
way to save our bands. Who really thinks our bands will be safe just 
because they're populated with millions of drivilling idiots? 


Jerry Gardner (jerry@isi.com) | "Violence is the last refuge of 
Integrated Systems, Inc. | the incompetent" - Isaac Asimov 


Date: 22 Jul 1993 13:41:31 -0700 

From: haven.umd.edu!cs.umd.edu!mojo.eng.umd.edu!news.isi.com!news.isi.com!not-for- 
mail@uunet.uu.net 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


References <POPOVICH.93Ju120145616@cyclades.ma30.bull.com>, 
<22kag8INN6se@bashful.isi.com>, <1993Jul22.101218 .5958@ke4zv.uucp>not-£ 
Subject : Re: Give a VE $5.60, walk 


In article <1993Ju122.101218.5958@ke4zv.uucp> gary@ke4zv.UUCP (Gary Coffman) 
writes: 

> 

>Nonsense. The factory techs aren't likely to be graduate EEs either, 

>they just have more experience than some hams at working on particular 


>pieces of equipment. You can get that experience too, by xdoing*, not 
>by taking tests. Surface mount components are xeasierx to work with 
>than thruhole components, you just need the minimal right tools and 
>a bit of experience in using them. Firmware for which you don't have 
>a functional spec *xcanx make your job harder in some ways, but a buss 
>is a buss, and TTL levels are TTL levels. A scope and some minimal 
>brainpower can trace out 99.99% of all radio problems. Besides, most 
>problems are obvious, it's that big charred spot where the trouble 
>lies. :-) 


Ok, but what are you going to do when the problem turns out to be a bad 
custom IC? You won't be able to go down to Radio Shack for a replacement. 


The point is that anyone can tinker with radio hardware to their heart's 
content without a ham license. One only needs a license to transmit a 
signal. 


Jerry Gardner (jerry@isi.com) | "Violence is the last refuge of 
Integrated Systems, Inc. | the incompetent" - Isaac Asimov 


Date: 24 Jul 1993 18:35:20 GMT 
From: topaz.bds.com!topaz.bds.com! ron@uunet.uu.net 
To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


References <1993Jul24.004112.2607@anomaly.sbs.com>, 
<mLk77B1iw165w@amanda.jpunix.com>, <1993Jul124.155702.1058@anomaly.sbs.com>p 
Subject : Re: ARRL and it's members 


True. The League claims to represent the amateur population. In fact, the 
League simply represents the interests of the League, not necessarily the 
amateur population or their members. 


The league is a represntative organization. It represents it's members to 

the extent that they take part in it's decision making. The people who set 
the league policy aren't the league employees, they're the volunteer board 

that those who bother to vote in the director elections selected. 


This whining that the League doesn't represent it's members is the same 
as people who don't vote whining that congress doesn't represent them either. 


-Ron 


End of Ham-Policy Digest V93 #252 
KKKKKKKKKKKKK KKK KKKKKKKKKEKRKA KKK 


